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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claims 12,14,15 are objected to because of the following informalities: lines 3 
and 4 should read "a spray"; "a liquid agent". Claims 14,15, line 5 is confusing and 
unintelligible. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1,4-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
USP 6,530,1 17 (Peterson) in view of USP 6,997,395 ('395) and USP 5,504,969 ('969). 

The Peterson patent discloses a wet vacuum which comprises a wheeled cart 
body (14) comprising structure which is similar to the claimed "pan", an enclosed 
housing (12) attached to the pan, an electrically powered vacuum blower (26 c,d) 
having an inlet and outlet, rechargeable battery (26b), a receiver (24) for liquids 
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disposed on the pan and connected as claimed, suction hose (38) and blower hose 
(39). The Peterson patent shows a cart body (14) including a frame, but no "liquid-proof 
pan". The '395 patent discloses a fluid injection and recovery device which includes a 
wheeled cart body having a planar surface upon which the device components rest 
which is considered to be equivalent to a leak-proof pan. It would have been obvious to 
one skilled in the art to use the wheeled cart (18) having a pan as claimed in the '395 
patent for transporting the components of the Peterson device in view of the known use 
as disclosed in the '395 patent. 

The reference is silent as to a battery charger as claimed. The '969 patent 
discloses a vacuum which includes a battery charger upon the wheeled body (col. 3, 
line 3). It would have been obvious to include a battery charger on the cart body of the 
Peterson device in view of the recognized advantages and benefits as taught or 
suggested in the '969 patent. 

Neither Peterson or the '395 patent disclose the exact dimensions of the cart 
bodies or hose lengths. In Gardner v. TEC Systems, Inc., 725 F.2d 1338, 220 USPQ 
777 (Fed. Cir. 1984), cert, denied, 469 U.S. 830, 225 USPQ 232 (1984), the Federal 
Circuit held that, where the only difference between the prior art and the claims was a 
recitation of relative dimensions of the claimed device and a device having the claimed 
relative dimensions would not perform differently than the prior art device, the claimed 
device was not patentably distinct from the prior art device. Accordingly, the claimed 
dimensions are considered to be obvious. 
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Claim 5 specifies that the charger be placed out side of the enclosure. 
The court has found that the rearrangement of parts is considered to be obvious in the 
absence of a change in function or operation due to the change. In re Japikse, 181 
F.2d 1019, 86 USPQ 70 (CCPA 1950). Accordingly, the embodiments of claim 5 is 
considered to be obvious. 

Claim 6 is considered obvious since it is well known to provide a switch between 
a power source and a motor in order to control the power supplied to the motor. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over USP 
6,530,117 (Peterson) and USP 6,997,395 ('395) as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of USP 5,369,838 (Wood et al.). 

Peterson is silent as to providing a means for dispensing a fluid. The Wood et al. 
patent discloses a floor cleaning device which includes a reagent dispensing means 
(42). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to provide a reagent dispensing 
means, as taught in the Wood et al. patent, to the floor cleaning device of Peterson in 
order to provide the benefits of a cleaning reagent. 
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Claims 9-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
USP 6,530,117 (Peterson) in view USP 6,997,395 ('395), USP 5,504,969 ('969), US 
2005/0005389 (Rau et al.). 

The Peterson patent discloses a wet vacuum which comprises a wheeled cart 
body (14) comprising structure which is similar to the claimed "pan", an enclosed 
housing (12) attached to the pan, an electrically powered vacuum blower (26 c,d) 
having an inlet and outlet, rechargeable battery (26b), a receiver (24) for liquids 
disposed on the pan and connected as claimed, suction hose (38) and blower hose 
(39). 

The Peterson patent shows a cart body (14) including a frame, but no "liquid- 
proof pan". The '395 patent discloses a fluid injection and recovery device which 
includes a wheeled cart body having a planar surface upon which the device 
components rest which is considered to be equivalent to a leak-proof pan. It would have 
been obvious to one skilled in the art to use the wheeled cart (18) having a pan as 
claimed in the '395 patent for transporting the components of the Peterson device in 
view of the known use as disclosed in the '395 patent. 

The reference is silent as to a battery charger as claimed. The '969 patent 
discloses a vacuum which includes a battery charger upon the wheeled body (col. 3, 
line 3). It would have been obvious to include a battery charger on the cart body of the 
Peterson device in view of the recognized advantages and benefits as taught or 
suggested in the '969 patent. 
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The Peterson patent is silent as to directing the exhaust from the blower onto the 
floor to further aid drying. The Rau et al. publication discloses a floor cleaning machine 
which directs the exhaust from the suction motor onto the floor to further dry the floor 
(see description of element 38,39). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art to direct the exhaust of the Peterson device as taught in the Rau et al. 
publication to further dry the floor. 

A switch mounted in the manner claimed is considered obvious since it is well 
known to provide a switch between a power source and a motor in order to control the 
power supplied to the motor. 

The addition of another blower to the drying exhaust would have been obvious in 
order to increase the flow rate of drying air. 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over USP 
6,530,117 (Peterson) and USP 6,997,395 ('395), USP 5,504,969 ('969), US 
2005/0005389 (Rau et al.) as applied to claim 9 above, and further in view of USP 
5,369,838 (Wood et al.). 

The Wood et al. patent discloses a floor cleaning device which includes a liquid 
agent (48) and nozzle (42). A pump is not disclosed but is within the kin in the art. 

Claims 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
UP 6,997,395 ('395) in view of USP 6,530,1 17 (Peterson). 

The '395 patent discloses a fluid injecting and recovery device comprising a 
liquid receiver (1 1), a vacuum means (36) for removing of liquid from both horizontal 
and vertical surfaces, the vacuum means includes an exhaust means (15,41,42), which 
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exhausts gas onto the horizontal surface of the cart and the vertical surface of the 
receiver (1 1) sidewalls, a transporting means including the cart (18) and the flat surface 
of the cart which is considered to be capable of capturing liquid escaping from the 
receiver. The '395 patent is silent as to a portable power means. The Peterson patent 
discloses a floor cleaning device comprising a portable power (26b) source. 
Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to include a battery 
power source on the cart of the '395 patent in view of the recognized advantages and 
benefits as disclosed in the Peterson patent. 

The '395 patent does not disclose that the receiver (1 1 ) is removed from the cart 
it would be obvious to one skilled in the art that since the receiver (1 1 ) is not integral 
with the cart it is capable of being removed for the liquid disposal. ). It would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art to provide a reagent dispensing means, as taught in the 
Wood et al. patent, to the floor cleaning device of Peterson in order to provide the 
benefits of a cleaning reagent. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David A. Redding whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1276. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 6:00 - 3:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gladys Corcoran-Piazza can be reached on 571-272-1224. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

David A Redding 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1744 
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